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Brigade Combat Team, Fort Richardson, Alaska 
 
The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) requires federal agencies to consider potential 
environmental impacts prior to undertaking a course of action. Within the Department of the Army, 
NEPA is implemented through regulations promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality [40 
CFR Parts 1500 – 1508], with supplemental guidance provided by Army NEPA regulations [32 CFR Part 
651]. In February 2004, U.S. Army Alaska (USARAK) published a final environmental impact statement 
(EIS) setting forth its comprehensive evaluation of environmental impacts associated with the 
transformation of USARAK airborne and light infantry forces. In 27 May 2004, a Record of Decision was 
issued by Army officials authorizing transformation of the 1-501st Parachute Infantry Regiment into an 
Airborne Task Force and the 172nd Infantry Brigade (Separate) into a Stryker Brigade Combat Team.   
 
Subsequent to the 2004 environmental analysis, Department of Army officials have proposed the 
permanent conversion of the 1-501st Airborne Task Force (ATF) into a larger Airborne Brigade Combat 
Team (BCT). Because the proposed conversion of the ATF to an Airborne BCT represents changes to the 
USARAK airborne force structure that was considered in the 2004 Transformation of U.S. Army Alaska 
Final EIS, federal NEPA regulations obligate Army officials to consider the potential environmental 
impacts of this change to force structure and to determine whether the proposed change represents 
significant new impacts, criteria, or circumstances relevant to the environmental considerations evaluated 
within the 2004 EIS. To assist Army decision-makers in this comparative analysis, USAGAK prepared an 
environmental assessment (EA) which considered the potential environmental impacts of converting the 
existing ATF to a larger Airborne BCT. This EA provides the decision maker with the information 
necessary to evaluate the environmental, cultural, and socioeconomic impacts associated with the 
proposed action as directed by the Council on Environmental Quality’s NEPA implementing regulations. 
The task for the decision-maker is to determine whether the additional impacts associated with converting 
the ATF into an Airborne BCT represent sufficiently significant new environmental impacts or 
information to require supplementation of the 2004 Transformation of U.S. Army Alaska Final EIS. 
 
Description of Action: USARAK proposes to convert the ATF currently located at Fort Richardson to 
an Airborne BCT. This action will involve the stationing of approximately 2,400 additional personnel at 
Fort Richardson and the additional construction of new facilities to support the stationing increase.  
Additional new structures include brigade, battalion, and company headquarters facilities; classroom; 
storage complex; Soldiers’ barracks; vehicle maintenance shop; dining facility; heavy drop rigging 
facility; medical clinic; and an airborne sustainment and operations complex. 
 
Airborne unit training activities will increase at Fort Richardson, Fort Wainwright (including Tanana 
Flats Training Area and Yukon Training Area), and Donnelly Training Area. Maneuver impact miles and 
maneuver training space will increase by 200% with the conversion of the 1-501st ATF to an Airborne 
BCT. 
 
Decision: USARAK officials must decide whether to maintain the airborne unit as a Task Force 
(Alternative 1/No Action Alternative) or to convert the ATF to an Airborne BCT (Alternative 2) as 
proposed. If USARAK officials decide to undertake the proposed action, Army officials must decide 
whether the conversion of the ATF to an Airborne BCT represents sufficiently significant new 
environmental impacts or information to warrant supplementation of the 2004 Transformation of U.S. 
Army Alaska Final EIS.  
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